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1. The following is an interview summary of the telephone 
interview of January 29, 1997: 

2. Mr. Hoffman stated that the opposing party in the 
interference had filed a protest under 37 CFR 1.291 for each of 
cases 07/049,381, 07/636,414, and 07/636,415. The examiner 
checked the in-Group book listing of documents which have been 
hand-carried into the group and confirmed that these papers had 
been filed in-Group on January 28, 1997. Mr. Hoffman also stated 
that the opposing party had filed motions with the Board in 

the 07/126,319 interference requesting the other three 
applications also be brought into interference (it is here noted 
that this examiner presently has the 07/049,381 in his 
possession-, and that it was returned to the examiner by the Board 
for the new copy of the PTO-850 to be filled out by the 
examiner) . Finally, Mr. Hoffman, who was reading some of the 
documents submitted by the opposing party for the first time 
himself, noted that one of the motions filed by the opposing 
party seemed to be requesting the Board to take jurisdiction over 
all four pending cases. The examiner stated that he had no idea 
how the Board would act on • such a motion. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Dan Howell 
whose telephone number is (703) 308-1728. 
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Serial Number: 07/ 120, 319 - Page 2 

Art Unit: 3209 

1. The following is an interview summary of the telephone 
interview of January 29, 1997: 

2. Mr. Hoffman stated that the opposing party in the 
interference had filed a protest under 37 CFR 1.291 for each of 
cases 07/049,381, 07/636,414, and 07/636,415. The examiner 
checked the in-Group book listing of documents which have been 
hand-carried into the group and confirmed that these papers had 
been filed in-Group on January 28, 1997. Mr. Hoffman also stated 
that the opposing party had filed motions with the Board in 

the 07/126,319 interference requesting the other three 
applications also be brought into interference (it is here noted 
that this examiner presently has the 07/049,381 in his 
possession, and that it was returned to the examiner by the Board 
for the new copy of the PTO-850 to be filled out by the 
examiner) . Finally, Mr. Hoffman, who was reading some of the 
documents submitted by the opposing party for the first time 
himself, noted that one of the motions filed by the opposing 
party seemed to be requesting the Board to take jurisdiction over 
all four pending cases. The examiner stated that he had no idea 
how the Board would act on such a motion. 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Dan Howell 
whose telephone number is (703) 308-1728. 


